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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

Claims 16, 32, 48 and 64 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
The word "otherwise" causes the confusion as to the profile step being performed 

in the idle state or an active state. For the purposes of the examination examiner 

considers the profile step to be performed in an active state. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1. 17. 33 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112. second paragraph , as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 1 similarly to the above listed claims recites the limitation "the selection 
rule" in third paragraph. This limitation renders the claim indefinite because using the 
same criteria twice to search the same set does not provide better result than searching 
it only once with this criteria. In other words in claim 1 , the applicant teaches the second 
set formed by means of selection rule, further this second set is intersected with profile 
set (third set), following by the extracting the forth set from the data source based on the 
selection rule. It is very unclear why the same step is performed twice, mainly searching 
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data store based on the selection rule. If the first selection set is established and then 
profile set, following by their intersection, then the results, assuming that the result 
exists, can be provided to the user right away, therefore why would the applicant first 
establish if the intersection exists and if it does, redo the selection by the same selection 
rule as used previously? 

4. Furthermore, the applicant in paragraph 4 th of claim 1, recites "there is not a non- 
empty intersection", but how is this possible that there is an intersection with no result. 
Basic principle of mathematics teaches that if sets do not intersect, then there is no 
solution or result. 

5. For the purposes of the examination the examiner considers extracting the fourth 
set from the data store, as equivalent with selecting result from the intersection formed 
by profile and selection sets (wherein this intersection is also part of the data store). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

7. The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
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directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

8. Claims 1. 8-13. 15-17. 24-29. 31-33. 40-45. 47-49. 56-61. 63 and 64 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kothuri et al (US Patent 6505205). 

As to claims 1 , 1 7. 33 and 49 , Kothuri teaches a method and apparatus for 
selecting data set in accordance with a selection rule (column 13, lines 65-67), 
comprising the step of: creating a profile of the data store (column 14, line 1, wherein 
previously selected dimension is also part of data store, since it comprises the items 
that are part of the main data store), the profile comprising a profile rule defining a 
profile set (in order to sort the items as disclosed in paragraph 14, line 1, it is necessary 
to have a certain rule or criteria based on which the elements would have to be sorted), 
wherein the profile set comprises a third set of one or more data items in accordance 
with the profile rule (column 14, lines 2-4); responsive to a determination that there is a 
non-empty intersection of the selected set and the profile set (if the search result is 
returned then it means that the set was non-empty), extracting a fourth set of one or 
more data items from the data store in accordance with the selection rule (column 13, 
lines 46 and 47, and column 14, lines 7-20); and responsive to a determination that 
there is not non-empty intersection of the selected set and the profile set (if there is no 
result returned, then it is also an indication the set was empty), providing an indication 
that the data store does not include data items in the selected set (i.e. no result 
returned). 
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As to claims 8-1 0.24-26,40-42 and 56-58. Kothuri discloses the method and 
apparatus wherein the data store includes a relational, hierarchical and object oriented 
database (column 3, lines 20-24; column 3, lines 64 and 65). 

As to claims 11-13. 15.27-29. 31.43-45.47. 59-61 and 63 . Kothuri discloses the 
method and apparatus wherein data store includes an input/output software library ( 
wherein the collection of files such as database is considered a library, column 5, lines 
55-58), a disk storage and plurality of disk storage devices (column 5, line 59), and 
random access memory (column 5, lines 55-60, wherein computing device has to have 
RAM (random access memory) in order to temporarily store certain instruction while 
running program). 

As to claims 16. 32. 48 and 64 . Kothuri discloses the method and apparatus 
wherein profile step (sorting according to a certain criteria (column 14, line 22)) takes 
place when the data store is otherwise idle (sorting/profile step takes place in an active 
state, since all the search instructions are ran in the regular mode). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 2-7. 18-23. 34-39 and 50-5 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kothuri et al (US Patent 6505205) in the view of Asherman (US 
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Patent 6738775). Kothuri teaches all the limitations disclosed in claims 1, 17, 33 and 49, 
however he does not explicitly teach that the first data set comprises numeric, string, 
date, graphical, sound and video data. Asherman teaches a database communication 
system wherein the database supports all of the above listed file types (column 7, lines 
61 and 62; column 11, lines 24-29). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art during the time the invention was made to store any or all of the above 
listed file formats in the database, because all those file type are very well known in the 
art and there often is a need for storing those file in well organized data set (database). 

Claims 14, 30, 46 and 62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kothuri et al (US Patent 6505205) in the view of Kolovson (US Patent 
5951695). Kothuri teaches all the limitations disclosed in claims 13, 29, 45 and 61 
respectively, except for the plurality of disk storage devices including a redundant array 
of independent disks. Kolovson teaches a database set up into a Redundant Array of 
Independent disks (column 4, lines 38-47). It would have been obvious to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art during the time the invention was made, to use RAID set up for 
the database in order to minimize possible loss of the important data or/and increase 
the speed of the access time (wherein the specific advantages depend on specific RAID 
type). 

The Prior Art 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Carter et al (US Patent 6826557) disclose a method and apparatus for 
characterizing and retrieving query results, comprising the data set 
wherein the information can be filtered in order to narrow down the data 
set, furthermore data can be also categorized. 
Brodv (US Publication 2004/0215612) discloses an arrangement for 
selecting the data objects from the collection, wherein the data further 
can be categorized. 

Inquiry 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angela M. Lie whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8445. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

13. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees 
supervisor, Don Wong can be reached on 571-272-1834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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14. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Angela M Lie 
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